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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 13-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 

directed to non-statutory subject matter. 'Computer readable medium' is directed to 

non-statutory subject matter and fails to meet a statutory category of invention. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-5 and 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Babu et al. - hereinafter Babu (US 6,122,639). 

As per claims 1,13, 25, 36 and 41 Babu discloses a method for tracking 
entities in a computer network, comprising: 

a) receiving node information for a node coupled to a computer network; (Col 2 
line 62- Col 3 line 4) 

b) determining whether an entity associated with said node has been 
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previously identified in said computer network; (Col 15 lines 53-63) 

c) linking said node information to an existing database entry for said entity if said 
entity has been previously identified in said computer network; and (Col 16 lines 
5-10) 

d) creating a new database entry for said entity if said node has not been 
previously identified in said computer network and linking said node information 
to said new database entry for said entity. (Col 15 lines 64-67) 

As per claims 2, 14, 37 and 42 Babu discloses the method of Claim 1, 
wherein said b) comprises: 

b) determining if a unique identifier from said node information matches a 
unique identifier for said entity in said database. (Col 13 lines 30-62) 

As per claims 3, 15, 31, 38 and 43 Babu discloses the method of Claim 2, 
wherein said unique identifier comprises a security identifier. (Col 14 lines 62 - 
Col 15 line 6) 



As per claims 4, 16 and 32, Babu discloses the method of Claim 2, 
wherein said unique identifier comprises a serial number. (Col 14 line 62 - Col 
15 line 6) 
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As per claims 5 and 17, Babu discloses the method of Claim 1, wherein 
said b) further comprises determining if a mediaaccess control (MAC) address from said 
node information matches a MAC address in said database, if there is not a 
unique identifier for said entity in said node information. (Col 16 lines 47-54) 

As per claims 1 0 and 22, Babu discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein 
said entity is computer system running a particular operating system. (Col 28 
lines 28-35) 

As per claims 11 and 23, Babu discloses the method of claim 1, wherein 
said entity is a user of said computer network. (Col 9 lines 44-60) 

As per claims 12 and 24, Babu discloses the method of claim 1, wherein 
said entity is a computer system. (Col 20 line 54 - Col 21 line 4) 

As per claims 18, 39, and 44, Babu discloses the computer readable 
medium of Claim 17, wherein said b) of said method further comprises 
determining if a computer name from said node information matches a computer 
name associated with said MAC address in said database. (Col 13 lines 30-62, 
Col 15 lines 53-63) 



As per claim 26, Babu discloses the method of Claim 25, wherein said 
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multiple identifiers comprise a media access control (MAC) address. (Col 16 lines 
47-54) 

As per claim 27, Babu discloses wherein said multiple identifiers further 
comprise a computer name. (Col 13 lines 58-62) 

As per claim 33, Babu discloses further comprising: f) returning an 
identifier for an entity in response to a request including a node identifier. (Col 19 
; lines 28-52) 

As per claim 34, Babu discloses the method of Claim 25, further 
comprising: 

f) returning identifiers for all nodes associated with an entity in response to 
a request including an entity identifier. (Col 19 lines 28-52) 

As per claim 35, Babu discloses the method of Claim 25, further 
comprising: 

f) returning node information in response to a request for said node information 
including a node identifier. (Col 19 lines 28-35) 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 6-7, 9, 19, 21, 28, 40 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Babu (US 6,122,639) in view of Bahl (US 7,146,418). 

As per claim 6, Babu discloses the method of claim 5. Babu fails to disclose 
wherein said b) further comprises determining if a IP (Internet Protocol) address from 
said node information matches a computer name associated with said MAC address in 
said database. Bahl discloses determining if a IP (Internet Protocol) address from said 
node information matches a computer name associated with said MAC address in said 
database. (Col 7 line 65 - Col 8 line 14) At the time the invention was made, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to disclose determine if 
a IP address from node information matches a computer name associated with said 
MAC address in the disclosure of Babu. The motivation for doing do would have been 
to maintain communication continuity when a mobile device moves around. (Col 1 lines 
26-40). 

As per claims 7, 19 and 28, Babu discloses the method of claim 6. Babu fails to 
disclose wherein said b) further comprises determining if a domain name from said 
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node information matches a domain name associated with said MAC address and said 
computer name in said database. Bahl discloses determining if a domain name from 
said node information matches a domain name associated with said MAC address and 
said computer name in said database. (Col 6 lines 9-40) At the time the invention 
was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to disclose 
determining if a domain name from said node information matches a domain name 
associated with said MAC address and said computer name in said database in the 
disclosure of Babu. The motivation for doing do would have been to provide a higher 
level of abstraction than an address and can stay constant while the mobile host or the 
remote application changes its address due to mobility. (Col 6 lines 9-40) 



As per claims 9, 21 , 40 and 45, Babu discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein 
said b) further comprises: 

bi) determining if a computer name from said node information matches a 
computer name in said database; and (Col 15 lines 53-63) Babu fails to disclose b2) 
determining if a domain name from said node information matches a domain name 
associated with said computer name iasaid database. Bahl discloses determining if a 
domain name from said node information matches a domain name associated with said 
computer name in said database. (Col 6 lines 9-40) At the time the invention was 
made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to disclose 
determining if a domain name from said node information matches a domain name 
associated with said computer name in said database in the disclosure of Babu. The 



Application/Control Number: 10/600,856 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2141 

motivation for doing do would have been to provide a higher level of abstraction than an 
address and can stay constant while the mobile host or the remote application changes 
its address due to mobility. (Col 6 lines 9-40) 

Claims 8, 20 and 29-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Babu (US 6,122,639) / Bahl (US 7,146,418) further in view of 
Romohr (US 5,596,723). 

As per claim 8, 20, 29 Babu/Bahl disclose the method of claim 6. Babu fails to 
disclose wherein said b) further comprises determining if an operating system from said 
node information matches an operating system associated with said MAC address and 
said computer name in said database. Romohr discloses determining if an operating 
system from said node information matches an operating system associated with said 
MAC address and said computer name in said database. (Col 7 lines 36-51) At the 
time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to discloses determining if an operating system from said node information 
matches an operating system associated with said MAC address and said computer 
name in said database in the disclosure of Babul. The motivation for doing do would 
have been to automatically configure itself to the most prevalent network operating 
system and frame type used on the network. (Col 7 lines 36-51) 

As per claim 30, please see the discussion under claims 26 and 27 as the same 
rationale applies. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chirag R. Patel whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7966. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 7:30AM to 
4:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia, can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pairdirect.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll free). 




